INTRODUCTION
Ginter Ekis's 1977 monograph of the genus Perilypus Spinola provides an excellent account of the species of this genus. However, material of Perilypus ornaticollis (LeConte) from the State of Mexico was not available to Ekis for study. Ekis recognized two phena in this species on the basis of differences in pronotal and elytral coloration: one phenon distributed from northern Ohio to Louisiana; the other ranging from Louisiana to the northern Gulf coast of Mexico. The author has suggested elsewhere that these interpopulational differences in coloration are probably maintained by participation in two different mimicry rings by adult Perilypus ornaticollis (Mawdsley 1992:28) .
Recently, the author was given an unusual female specimen of Perilypus ornaticollis collected by Gabriela Chavarria Villasefior near Jalatlaco, Mexico (supported by a Putnam Expedition Grant from the Museum of Comparative Zoology). The pronotum of this specimen differs in its coloration from that of all other specimens of this species examined by Ekis (1977:107) , while the coloration of the elytra of this specimen differs from that of all previously known specimens of this species from Mexico but resembles that of specimens from the northern portion of this species' range. This specimen is also considerably larger than all other specimens of Perilypus ornaticollis (LeConte) examined by Ekis (1977: 105-107) and the author. The maximum length for females of Perilypus ornaticollis (LeConte) reported by Ekis (1977: Very few subspecies have been proposed in the family Cleridae (see Corporaal 1950) . A considerable number of varietal names have been proposed, primarily for the African and European faunas, but these will not be treated here. The most active clerid workers during the past century have been those in North America, and it is in the North American fauna that the greatest number of subspecies have been proposed.
The first author to apply the category of subspecies to a taxon in the family Cleridae (1971; 1973) and that of Foster (1976) . Both of these works follow in a long tradition (primarily European) of describing as "subspecies" what are merely geographic variants whose level of reproductive isolation and genetic differentiation has not been ascertained. Despite the enormous wealth of material of the genus Trichodes available for study, nothing is known about the mechanisms of reproductive isolation or speciation in this genus. Most subspecies taxa should be treated as phena and the subspecific epithets suppressed until further research into speciation in this genus can be conducted. Unlike many species of Cleridae, species of the genus Trichodes can be reared in the laboratory (Foster 1976 :5-6), making captive breeding experiments to determine degrees of reproductive isolation feasible. Such experiments could also be directed towards ascertaining the extent of genetic (as opposed to environmental) determination of coloration in this genus, as the taxonomy of the genus Trichodes is almost exclusively based on characters of coloration. Barr (1976) described six subspecies, all in the genus Enoclerus. Two of these belong to the species Enoclerus coccineus (Schenkling) and in the author's opinion should be treated as phena; I can find no distinction other than coloration between them. The remaining subspecies belong to Enoclerus laetus (Klug); at the present, these should be recognized as phena, but after further study involving breeding experiments several of them may merit recognition as separate species.
Winkler and Zirovnicky (1978) Ekis 1975 for an extensive discussion of the differences between clerid taxa described and illustrated by M. Spinola and the type specimens on which these taxa were based).
As noted above, Ekis (1977) , in revising the genus Perilypus, did not use the category of subspecies but rather referred to geographically distinct populations as "phena" in the absence of data about reproductive isolation and mechanisms of speciation. Many of the subspecific units described as phena by Ekis would have been given subspecific epithets by other clerid workers on the basis of slight morphological differences, chiefly those of coloration. In the author's opinion, it is best to follow Ekis and refer to such populations or groups of populations as phena, since morphological differences can arise between populations of a species through the action of any of a number of agents without interruption of gene flow. Such morphological differences are often quite pronounced, particularly in families such as the Cleridae whose species exhibit a high degree of phenotypic plasticity.
As a final note, I would caution against the hasty description of formal subspecific taxa, particularly "varieties" and "aberrations" but also "subspecies," which has unfortunately formed a considerable part of clerid systematics in the past. While resorting to such informal terms as "morph" and "phenon" (as defined by Ekis 1977 :5-6) means that workers will have their names after fewer taxa, in the end a much clearer picture of the present-day state of the family Cleridae will emerge.
SUMMARY
The phena of Perilypus ornaticollis (LeConte) are discussed in reference to an unusual specimen from Mexico. The subspecific groups informally designated as "phena" by Ekis (1977) 
